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Response to Amendment 

1. The amendment filed on May 24, 2005 has been fully 
considered but are not persuasive. 

2. Claims 1-4 and 6-14 are presented for examination. 

Response to arguments 

Applicant argues in page 10, second paragraph, that "the 
specification fully supports the use of a second network. At 
page 9, line 27 to page 10, line 2, the original specification 
states "the line between the user terminal 14 and the address 
server 15 need not be a telephone line, nor a packet line, but 
may be the Internet for convenience." Since the Internet would 
be commonly be considered a network by one skilled in the art, 
applicant submits that the original specification fully supports 
and enables one skilled in the art to practice the invention as 
set forth in claims 8 and 9." Examiner respectfully, disagrees 
applicant's arguments for the following reasons. Fig 3, which 
shows applicant's invention, does not show two networks as 
originally presented. Applicant's argues that line (line 30) in 
fig. 3 "may be the Internet for convenience." This line is no 
different than the line between user 1 and connection point 22 
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where server 5 is connected and the line between user 3 and 
connection point 22 of server 5 (see prior art of fig. 1) . These 
lines as explained in the specification are connections within 
the telephone network 20. This new interpretation contradicts 
the specification as explained in (page 8, line 14-27 about the 
communication network of the current invention of fig. 3. 
Specifically, fig. 3 shows communication network 20 defined as 
PSTN network The line shown between terminal 14 and the address 
server 15 is a similar line of the prior art as explained above. 
Users communicate within the communication network 20 (a 
conventional public switched telephone network (PSTN) page 8, 
lines 20-23 of the specification) . In fact applicant argues in 
his background that the Internet is complex and very costly. 
Applicant states four reasons to show the complexity and the 
disadvantages of using packet network such as the Internet 
J_(page 2, line 14 and page 4, line 24)). Even, if the line 
between user 14 and address server 15 is considered an Internet 
network, Applicant does not explain how data are routed between 
the subscriber exchange 21 of the PSTN network and connection 
point 22 of the address server 15. Therefore, this new 
interpretation is not enabled in the specification in such a way 
that one ordinary skill in the art would perform the invention 
as two networks that are separate and distinct as claimed by the 
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applicant in claims 8 and 14. Therefore, Examiner maintains the 
112 rejection of claim 8 and 14. 

Applicant argues in page 11, second paragraph, "the 
specification describes a non-limiting embodiment of the 
invention in which a user stores a home page on a computer with 
an address that uses a number, e.g. a telephone number or an 
ISDN number (page 6, lines 22-17). The homepage is registered in 
a server that performs a function similar to a DNS server of the 
Internet (page 7, lines 7-10) . Since the server may be connected 
to the Internet (page 9, lines 1-2), a second user can then use 
a search engine on the Internet to obtain the name of the home 
page (page 7, lines 11-15). If the search engines returns a home 
page with an address that has a number, i.e., a telephone number 
or an ISDN number, the second user can then use his computer to 
establish communications with the home page of the first user 
using a telephone network (page 7, lines 16-22) . Implicit in 
this disclosure is simple fact that if the home page has the 
conventional Internet address, i.e., the Internet protocol will 
take place in the convention manner, i.e., IP mode. 
Examiner notes that in order for IP mode to work the applicant 
must have two networks, a PSTN network and an Internet network, 
that are connected with each other. As explained above fig. 3 of 
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the Applicant's invention do not show two networks. At best the 
homepage searched by the user X explains the conventional way of 
doing things in the normal world of the interne as explained in 
the prior art of fig- 1 and fig, 2. Applicant's 
argument/specification that his address server has similar 
functionality to DNS of the Internet is not clear. The DNS of 
the Internet is a well-known hierarchical structure the uses 
TCP/IP protocol. It translates domain names to IP address. Every 
registered fully qualified domain name corresponds to an IP 
address in a DNS server. DNS servers maintain records of domain 
names and their corresponding IP addresses. Therefore, it is 
easier for a user to search for a homepage that is hosted in a 
web server that has a unique IP address. Because IP addresses 
are routable, routers are used to connect computers globally 
(the Internet). Applicant's address server uses telephone number 
or ISDN numbers. Applicant did not show how telephone number or 
an ISDN numbers are routed globally, so that a user accesses a 
homepage corresponding to a telephone or ISDN number. Applicant 
did not establish two networks as explained above and the 
existence of second network as the Internet in fig. 3 is not 
substantiated, therefore, the IP mode features recited in claim 
14 are not enabled. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and 
of the manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, 
concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and 
use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor 
of carrying out his invention. 

• Claims 8 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written 
description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such 
a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor (s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. (Providing a second network and a server 
connected to at least the second network) . There are no 
first network and second network as claimed by the 
applicant according to fig. 3 of the applicant's present 
invention and corresponding pages of the specification. The 
only network shown according to fig. 3 of Applicant's 
present invention is network 20. All terminal and the 
address server are connected to network 20. 
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• Claims 8 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement 
requirement. The claim (s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. (Providing a second network and a server 
connected to at least the second network) . There are no 
two networks as claimed by the applicant according to fig. 

3 of the applicant's present invention. The only network 
shown according to fig. 3 of Applicant's present invention 
is network 20. All terminal and the address server are 
connected to network 20. 

• Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the written description 
requirement. The claim (s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that 
the inventor (s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. (Wherein if the 
inquiring of the address server about the address 
corresponding to the name of the computer on the 
terminating side returns an Internet Protocol (IP) address, 
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then the communication with the terminating side computer 
is in IP mode) . 

• Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The 
claim (s) contains subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most 
nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
(Wherein if the inquiring of the address server about the 
address corresponding to the name of the computer on the 
terminating side returns an Internet Protocol (IP) address, 
then the communication with the terminating side computer 
is in IP mode) . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs- 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention thereof 
by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another 
who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of 
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section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant 
for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American 
Inventors Protection Act of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual 
Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 do 
not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly 
or indirectly from an international application filed before 
November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the 
amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

3. Claims 1-5, 7-8, 11 and 14 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Sabatier et al USPN 
(6754708) . 

As per claim 1, Sabatier et al teach a computer communication 
network 1, comprising: 

a first computer identified by an address recognizable by a 
telephone network when the first computer connects to the 
telephone network (computer 1 is connected to telephone network 
4 with its recognizable telephone number (Nl, IP1. see 
abstract) ; 

a second computer identified by an address recognizable by 
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the telephone network when the second computer connects to the 
telephone network (computer 1 is connected to telephone network 
4 with its recognizable telephone number (N2, IP2. see 
abstract) ; 

address server (server 5) for correlatively storing the 
address defined in the telephone network and a name (Nl, N2) 
corresponding to the address (IP1 and IP 2) [abstract ; col. 2, 
lines 20-35; col. 3, lines 11-32 and col. 6, lines 50-67], 
wherein the first computer is configured to request from the 
address server an address by transmitting a name of the second 
computer, and is configured to communicate with the second 
computer using the address received from the address server 
(abstract and col. 3, lines 11-32 and col. 6, lines 6-67). 

As per claim 2, Sabatier et al teach a computer communication 
network according to claim 1, wherein the addresses recognizable 
by the telephone network are not Internet protocol addresses 
[abstract; col. 3, lines 51 to col. 4, line 3 and col. 4, lines 
52-65; col. 6, lines 6-45]. 

As per claim 3, Sabatier et al teach a computer communication 
network according to claim 1, the addresses recognizable by the 
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telephone network are telephone number [col. 3, lines 21-32 and 
lines 58-67] . 

As per claim 4, Sabatier et al teach a computer communication 
network according to claim 1, wherein the addresses recognizable 
by the telephone network are numbers in the Integrated Service 
Digital Network [col. 2, lines 47-57]. 

As per claim 7, Sabatier et al teach a computer communication 
network according to claim 1, wherein the address server is an 
exchanger [server 5, col. 3, lines7-10] . 

As per claim 8 and 11, Sabatier et al teach a method and a 
system for communications on a computer network (fig. 1 and 
abstract) , comprising: 

providing a first network (network 4, fig. 1); 

providing a second network (network 3, fig. 1) ; 

providing a first computer (terminal 1, fig. 1) identified 
by a unique address on at least the first network (telephone 
number as identifier Nl); 

providing at least one second computer (terminal 2, fig. 1) 
identified by a unique address on at least the first network 
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(telephone number as identifier N2) providing a server (server 
5) on at least the second network (network 3, fig. 1); 

communicating with the server from the first computer to 
initially determine the address 

of the at least one second computer by communicating on the 
second network (col. 3, lines 51 to col. 4, line 3 and col. 4, 
lines 52-65) ; and 

connecting to the at least one second computer on the first 
network using the address of the at least one second computer 
provided by the server (col. 3, lines 51 to col. 4, line 3 and 
col. 4, lines 52-65; col. 5, lines 17-28), wherein the first 
network is a telephone network (STN 4, fig. 1 and col. 2, lines 
62-66) . 

As per claims 14, Sabatier teach computer communication network 
according to claim 1, wherein if the address returned to the 
first computer by the address server is a Public Switched 
Telephone Network (PSTN) number, the communication with the 
terminating side computer is in PSTN mode (col. 3, lines 51 to 
col. 4, line 3 and col. 4, lines 52-65;col. 5, lines 17-28), and 
wherein if the address returned to the first computer by the 
address server is an Internet Protocol (IP) address, the 
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communication with the terminating side computer is in IP mode 
(col. 6, lines 50 to col. 7, line 13). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made . 

4. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sabatier et al USPN (6754708 in view of Szutu 
USPUB. (20010047395) . 

As per claim 6, although Sabatier et al shows substantial 
features of the claimed invention, he does not explicitly show 
where the names in the computer communication network is not 
duplicated. 
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Nonetheless, this feature is well known in the art and would 
have been an obvious modification of the system disclosed by 
Sabatier et al, as evidenced by Szutu USPUB. (20010047395). 
In analogous art, Szutu whose invention is about a network 
system for interactively linking a network-independent unique 
identifier to network resources, discloses domain names in a 
computer communication network (a network-independent 
preexisting-unique identifier) that is unique (not duplicate) 
provided and governed by an Internet-independent administrative 
authority. Because the names are unique they are not the same as 
any of the domain name in the Internet [1 0010-0011 and 1 0017- 
0018] . Giving the teaching of Szutu, a person of ordinary skill 
in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and 
the advantage of modifying Sabatier et al by employing the 
system of Szutu for interactively linking a network-independent 
unique identifier to network resources. One would be motivated 
to do so because it provides a unique way of identifying 
Internet web resources. 

5. Claims 9-10 and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Sabatier et al USPN. (6754708) in 
view of Yablon USPN. (5764731). 



Application/Control Number: 09/847,443 Page 15 

Art Unit: 2153 

As per claim 9 and 12, Although Sabatier et al shows substantial 
features of the claimed invention, he does not explicitly show 
storing the address of the at least one second computer on the 
first computer so that subsequent connections to the at least 
second computer do not require communicating with the Server. 
Nonetheless, this feature is well known in the art and would 
have been an obvious modification of the system disclosed by 
Sabatier et al, as evidenced by Yablon USPN. (5764731) . 
In analogous art, Yablon whose invention is about an enhanced 
system for transferring, storing and using signaling information 
in a switched network, discloses storing the address (telephone 
number) of the at least one second computer (second telephone 
device) on the first computer (on the memory of first telephone 
device) so that subsequent connections to the at least second 
computer do not require communicating with the Server [Col. 12, 
lines 3-40 and col. 23, lines 1-19]. Giving the teaching of 
Yablon, a person of ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and the advantage of modifying 
Sabatier et al by employing the system of Yablon. One would be 
motivated to do so because it provides user a quick way of 
establishing communications with other user devices absent of 
server intervention [col. 23, lines 1-19] 
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As per claims 10 and 13, Sabatier teach the invention, wherein 
the connection to the at least second computer on the first 
network does not use the second network (direct communication 
through STN 4 could be established between the terminals col. 5, 
lines 17-23) . 

Conclusion 

1 . ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

The prior made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Yasin 
Barqadle whose telephone number is 571-272-3947. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Glenn Burgess can be 
reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
are 703-872-9306 for regular communications and 703-746-7238 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
of this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained form the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may 
be obtained from either private PAIR or public PAIR system. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have 
questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
YB 
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